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Dear Sir: 

In response to the Notice of Allowance mailed July 9, 2010, Applicant 
provides the following comments on the Examiner's Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance. 

Reasons for allowance are only warranted in instances in which "the 
record of the prosecution as a whole does not make clear the Examiner's 
reason for allowing a claim or claims" 37 C.F.R. 1.104(e). In the present 
case, Applicants believe the record as a whole makes clear the reasons for 
allowance and therefore no statement by the Examiner is necessary or 
warranted. Applicants also submit that there are other reasons for allowability 
of at least the independent claims, as set forth in the prosecution history of 
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this case, aside from those identified by the Examiner. Therefore, the record 
should reflect that Applicants do not necessarily agree with the statement of 
Reasons for Allowance. 

For example, the Examiner specifically recites from a portion of claim 4 
at one point in the Statement of Reasons for Allowance and makes a general 
reference to the remaining independent claims having similar limitations. 
Applicants' claims should be limited only by the terms used therein. 
Applicants also note an inadvertent statement in the Reasons for Allowance 
that claim 42 is an independent claim. Claim 42 depends from claim 39. 

Applicants hereby submit these comments in an effort to insure that the 
claims were properly construed based only upon limitations that are actually 
present therein and/or to insure that the claims are not interpreted so as to 
preclude reasons for allowability not specifically addressed in the Examiner's 
statement. 
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